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“ J“ after that time,

discontinued euly st the sption of the editor
arrearages are duw,

TRRMS OFADVERTIHING, perhaps, and perhaps influenced wlso by am

%, (1} Lines of Jeg,) thren week, 8120 |over-anxious desire to hiasten the vote upon
Sooue calamn, t::.g hia bill, disregarded the obligations which

15,00 | courtesy imposes. [ make this remark be-

o caris
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From Arthiir's Home Goserte.
FEBRUARY RAIN.

PY DELEN L. BOSTWICK.

Starless's the Hight, and dreary;

And my ear is very weary

Listening to the wind's wild sighing,
And the wave's more hoarse roplying-—
7T the fitful dssh and fludter
OF deaa inws nguinn the shuster;

To the pattering’ and the beating,
T'o the surging end ret, aUog,
And the riotous refrain

OF the February rain.

If 1 alumber, dream 1 only

Of all things most stark and lonely;

Beating clifis, with shadowa dismal,

Lost in biackest deepa abysmal;

Bpectral horsemen, madly riding---

Spetiral sails, in moonlight gliding---
Lightning-scarr'd and blacken'd brancher,
Clicking, shudder ing avalanches-.- !
Burange that thought should eatch such train
From the February rain!

Yet, I know the kind earth keepeth
Every little drop that creepeth

Down among the roots of flowers,
To make glad the April hours.

*Midat the roots of grains and grasses,
Whispering. as the cold flood passes,
*Lo---"neath aspect of afliction,
Nature's holiest benodiction!

Fairer erown shall Summer gain

For the February rain!™

And from this I fain would borrow
Comfort in my night of serrow;
Trusting thmt its clonds, distilling
Now such bitter tears, and filling
All my heart with doubt and sudness,
Yetshall water germs of gladness;
Flowers, whose bloom shall languish never;
Piire rosolve, and strong endenvor-
Hopes sereue, and chastened fooling:--
" Clear-eyed Inith, to Heaven upstealing--+
Pationt-waitiog-+-sclf-denil---
Till I bless this starmy trial,
Even ss flower, and (ruit, snd grain,
Bloss tho February rain!
Epinsunen, O. 4
E——'—'-—-_.—_'_'—‘——='
Maintain Plighted Faith,
SPEECH

oF
HON. 8, P, CHASE, OF- OHIO,
IN THE SENATE, FEDRUARY 3, 1684,
Againat the Refcal of the Missour
Prolubition of Slavery North of 36 ©
30 min.

[coxTinvEeD.]

i Resoloed, &c., That by the joint resolu.
tion, approved March Yat, 1845, for annexing
Texas to the United States, it baing ordained
that ‘the territory properly included within
and rightfully belonging to- the Republic of
Texus, may be erected into a new State,
&c.’ it in'the opinion and judgment of Con-
gresa, that the admission of Texas into the
Uanion, with the boundaries described by the
laws thereof, not ohjected to by the United
States, at thetime of such annexation, is
conclysive, as against the United Stutes, of
the rightof Texus tothe territory Ineluded
within such boundaries.”

T'he recognition proposed by this resolution
‘would give to Texas all the land east of the
Rio Grand, and a line drawn from its esource
to the forty second parallel, and west of tha
line between the United States and the Span-

ish possessions already described.

Now, wir, of the territory within this claim
of Texas, that part between the 33 @ and 38 °®
of porth Istitude, and west of 103 @ of longi-
tude, was incerporated iuto the Territory  of
New Mexico,, That part betwaen the 38th
pacallel apd the Arkansas river, stretching
north toward the 43d purallel in & long par-
row strip, and that other part included within
100° and 103 ° of longitude, snd 86 %80
north Istitude, and the Arkansas river, were
not incorporated into New Mexico, nor relin-
quished to Texas, but became a part of the
territory of the United States. Here are
these \wo tractsof country, which the Sena-
tor asys were cut off from Texas, and incor-
norated into New Mexico. If the claim of

»as was valid, they were cut off fromn  her

-v, but they were not incorporated into
20, The Senator is tolally mis:
‘tyandit is pot & wrifling mis-
wesl of New Mexico,  be-

* Arkansas nver, cons
‘d square miles. It
“onients of the
“e a8 Connec-
! and New

Te.
gerritor,
New Mexw
taken aé to the
take. . The tresk
tween 36 © 80 ang sbn
1ains over twenly khousat
Is not easy 10 estigate the
g 1%":9::;::““ ¢

L] " ' racls
e whos, FAO WO (hg

raxsed 10 the editer mumt be pald to

the annexation of Texas read thus:

ceeding four in number, in addition to
Btate of Texas, having sufficient population,
may hereafter, by the consent of said State,
be furmed out of the Territory thereof, which
shall be entitled ‘o admission under the pro-
visiona of the Federal
such States as may be {ormed out of that por-
tion of said Territory lying south of 36 * 30

—

“THE BELMONT CHRONICLE,

pen to have with him, I will eotrect the atror,
but [ will not répruach the man. 1 will not
charge him with violating truth, or with in.
tentional misrepresentation,

I said the other day to that Benator, when
biw proposed to deny lo me a postponement
warrented by the usages of the Senste, that
I thought him incapable of understanding the
obligations of courtesy. | prefer now to re-
strict that statement, and say that the Bena-
tor, on that oécasion, undef some exclbeinent,

cause | am unwilling, under any provocation,
to do any injustice to & politickl or personal
opponent::” While I wsay this, however, |
ought, perhaps to add in reference tow re-
mark which fell from the Senator on that oc-
casion, that a1 20 time did [ ever spprosch

any fuce at all, to obtain from him a post-
ponement of his bill, in order to guin time for
the girculation of attacksupon it. 1 have
condemned his bill strongly, and have con-
demned his nction in bringing forward this
repeal of the Missouri prokibition. But I
havedone no injustice to the Senator. All
that [ have done at all I have done openly. 1

epithete, [t neitheraccords with my prin-
ciples, nor with my tsstes. Dut while I wage
ne such war, I dread none, Neither vitupera-
tion, nor d¢enuncistion, will move me, while [
have the approvs! of my own judgment and
con *clence.  But I did not intend to recur to
this ma. @ #nd willihgly dismiss it

11 the Seng '0r i wrong;as I have ahowa he
is, in respect to e incorporation of all the

territory cut off from o exas into New Mexico,

then he is also wrong in hi. declaration  that
the compromise act of 1850 oo ndl pe
serve and reassert the principle of thd Mist-

him with a smiling face, or an angry face, or

have not waged, nor will | wage a war of

souri compromise,

farce upon them,

inst the speech of the Benator! The errors,
mistakes, misrepresentations, are sll his own,
None are found in the appeal.

The third specification of the Senator char-
gos the signers of the appeal with misrepre-
sentation of the original policy of the country
in rmeuo ;alavery. 'F:o Senator saya:

o argument of this maniTesto is predic-

cated upon the assumption thet the policy of
the fathers of the Republic wus to prohibit
sluvery inall the Territories ceded by the old
Btates to the Union, and made United 'States
territory for the purpose of being organized
into new States. [ take issue upon  that
statement,”
The Senator then proceeds to sttempt to
show that the original policy ofthe gountry
was one of indifferentism between slavery
and freedom; and that, in pursuance of it, a
geographical line was sstablished reaching
from the east to the western limit of the ori-
ginal States—that is to say, tothe Mississippi
river. 8ir,if anything is susceptible of abso-
lute historical demonstration; I think it is the
proposition that the founders of this Republic
never contemplated any extension of slavery,
Let us for a few moiments retrace the past.
What was the general sentiment of the
countty when the Declaration of Indepen-
dence was promulgated! I invoke Jefferson
8 & witness. Let him spenk to us from his
grave,in the language of his memorable ex-
positfon of the rights of British Ameries, laid
before the Virginia convention in August,
1774, These are his words:

owri prohibition,

The facts are few and simple, and the in-
ference from them ebvious and i-resistible.
The third article of the joint resolution for

“New States, of convenient size, not ex-
said

Constitotion. And

north latitude, commonly known ra the Mis-
souri eompromise line, shall be admitted ine
the Union,'with or without slavery,as the
people of each Btate asking admission may
desire. And inwsuch State or States asshall
be formed out of said Territory north of said
Missouri compromise line, slavery or involun-
tary servitude (except forcrime) shall be
prohibited.”

Here is an express stipulstion that slavery
shall be prohibitedin any State formed out of
the territory of Texas north of 36 © 30. This
was a valuablestipulation for freedom, in case
the claimof Texas wasa valid one to the
whoele territory within her boundaries. The
Senator from Virginia regarded that claim as
valid; and it was upon his motien that the
proviso which I now proceed to quote was ia-
corporated into the Texas boundary bill;

% Provided, That nothing herein contained
shall be construed to impair or qualify anvx-
THING contained in the third article of the
second section of the joint resolution for an-
nexing Texas to the United States, approved
March 1, 1845, either nsregards the number
of States that may hereafter be {ormed out of
the Stete of Texas or oTHERWISE."

Here was a compact belween two States.
Bo far as the parties were competent to enter
into it, it was obligatury and permanent.
That compact covered all the territory right-
fully-within the limits of Texas, until rescin-
ded. 1t could muke no difference if a portion
of that territory should be subsequently re-
linquinhed to the United States. That would
not distarb the effect of the compact. But
this matter was not left to inference or con-
jecture. At the very moment of relinquish-
ment, the United States snd Texas, by
agreeing to the proviso I have quoted, saved
the compact, and continued it in full force in
all ita provisions.

Nothing can be clearer, then, than that, if
the two tracts of country of which I have spo-
ken were within the rightful claim of Texaa,
the compact appliedto them, snd the prohibi-
tion of slavery in the|States to be created ont
of them, ia still in force, And it is, perhaps,
at this day the ofly pronibition which is in
force there; for the Missouri prohibitior,
enacted in 1820, mey be regarded ap restric-
tedto the limits of the Ladisiana acquisition
as defined by the treaty ' with Spain,  which
was concluded jn thut year, ;

But the Benator from lllinois saya that the
prohibition In the annexation resolution was
of no practical effect, except to preserve the
principle of the Missouri compromise. That
was troe, if Texas never had any just clim
north of 86°30. Upon that supposition,
also, the Mason proviso had no effgct as pre-
serving and reaffirming an actusl prohibition
north of 38 ® 30, but siill served to preserve
the piinciple. It is impossible to maintsin,
asthe Senator does, that the third aniicle of
the original joint resolution, though of ne
practical effect, preserved the principle of the
Missouri compromise,and yet deny that the
Magonlproviso, which reaffirms and reestad-
lishes, as part of u new compact, every pro-
vislon of that third article preserves that prin-

io estapt to %
whole or New Englasd, excloding Maine
ol the larger of these
::i:tif:‘;::ﬂo nnlhf." Not one
: : incorporsted
R oL ."u::: HBenator ssserted
~aal, air, Lhat hore was a
wo Neaator that be
“ial statament. But
+{falaifying the
therofore, ., wilful mis-
Yot M
\Ktion) of  faleshool} .

Htates in the Union_peither] .

into | nsserting

all.|a
lable to
int -

.

ciple. Ifthe principle was preserved by one,
it must be by the other.
‘a hut'boi.i:ulhini. demonstrated that I.I;a
' from Illinols was clearly wrong in
Bepste “py incorporation ofall the terri-
Tory out off . TOR Texas into New Mexico;
‘::zj“ as clas 71y wrongin denying the re-
afirmance of the principle 'of 1he
compromise by one
 acts which, a8 he wo
seded it

ol have us my,
yd Benite,

have intended 10 keep alive snd
 provision of the

* The abolition of domestic slavery is the
grea’est objéct of deaire in thesa colonies,

whera it w8 unhappily introduced I thelr

infant state.” .
In the spirit which “'E‘W Jefferson, the
First Cangress—the old Ciongress of 1774—
among their frst acts, enterey '9%0 & Solemn
convenant against the slave traffic.

drafted by Jefferson, annovmced no such low

jon now. That immortal document asserted
no right of the strong to opprése the weak, of
the mejority to ensiave the minority, It

rights,
ncfunl. and sndowaed by their Creater with in-
alienable rights to life and liberty.

The first acquisition of territory was "made;
by the United States three yeara before the

dence, when its struggles, perils,and prin-
ciples, were (resh in remembrance, and the
spirit of the Revolution yet lived and burned

acquisition of ‘territory. That acquisition
was derlved from—Imigat, perhaps, better

New ;York, and Connecticut. It was the
territory northwest of the river Ohio.
Congress forthwith proceeded to consider
the subject of its government. Mr. Jefferson
Mr. Howell, antl M¢. Chase were appointed a
commitlee to draft an ordinance making pro:
vision for that object. The ordinance repor-
ted was the work of Mr. Jefferson, and is
marked throughout by his spirit of compre-
hensive intelligence and.devotion to liberty.
It didnot confine ite regards tothe territory.
actually scquired, but contemplated furthee
acquisitions by the cessions of uther Htates.
It provided for the organizationof temporary
and permaneiit State ‘governments in all ter-
titory, whether #ceded, or to ha. ceded,” from
the 31at parallel, the boundary between the
United Btatos and the Bpapish provincs of
Florida on the south, to the 43d paraliel, the
boundary between 1h\| country wnd the Brit-
iah possessions on the nerth.
The Territory was to be formed into
Hiates; the settlers wero to receive authority
from the General Government to form tem-
porary governments. Tho temporary gov-
ernmentis were to continue until the popula-
tion should increase 1o twenty thousand in-
habitants; and then the tamporary were to be
convarted into permanent governments were
to be established upon certain principlos, ex-
rewsly set forth in the ordinsnce, as ‘their
tuh.: Chief among thoss was the impor-
tant provise ta which I now ask the attention
of the Senate:
“Afier the year 1809 ofthe Christiag #fa
there shall be neither slavery nor inveluntary
servitude in any of the said States,otherwise
than in the punishment of erimes wherool the
parties shall have beenduly convicted to have
Been personally guilty "

Lét itbe woted and remembered that this
proviso applied not orly tothe tercitory which
had heen ceded alrgady by Virginia and: the
other States, but to sll territory ceded nnd to
be ceded. There was one inch of territo
within the whole limits of the Republic whie
was not covered by the cldima of ene or ano-
ther of the Btates, It ‘wasthen the opinion
of masy statesmen-<Mr. Jefferson himsell
smong them—that the Unjted States, under
the Constitution, were incapahle ofacquiring
territory outside of the original Stajes. The
Jefferson proviso, therefore, extended to all
territory which it was then ‘supposed the
United Btates could possibly acquire.

Well, what was the sction of Con
upen this proviso! Mr. Speight, of North
Carolina, moved that it be stricken from the
ordinance, and the vole stood, fur the proviso
six Btates—Now Hampshire, Massachusetts,
Rhbode Isjand, Connecticut New York, and
Pennsylvania, sguinst it, thres States—Vir-

Misscuri | £I% land snd SBouth Carolins, Dele-
pf thase very compromise m-m-w: '.3‘::__““ then r:;un:t:d

the when ll'.
Cartainl -
10 the bill }dhﬁh it vu-p-n.."..;
L

(hird articto'cf the snmeze.|**r'®

the Congross, and the vote of North Care-
lina, being divided, was not counted; nor was
the vota of New Iqm‘ counted, gne delegate
only being presedt. But the Seaate will ob-

¢ flls jngy wrror wpen 8 P
- e

‘.I.a 'ml.‘i.?‘ .'ll._._

.

of" thess, ‘l"m -

R

prohibited slavery north of 98" 30, Phat
prevision preserved the principle of the Mis-
The proviso, taken in
connection with that provision, makes |t
clear beyond all question that the ¢omprom-
ine ncte preserved that principle, and rejected
the codsequence which it is now sought to

1 submit to the Senate if | have nol eom-
pletely vindicated this part of the appeal age-

In 1776, the Declaration of Independance, | this action by lheﬁﬂ of the Republic!

and narrow principles ws seem to be in fagh- |and freedom? that

promulgated the sublime ereed of human |tenance of the Gaovernment! No, sir;the fur
It declared that ALL MEX are created [thest thing possible from that. < It was the

adoption of the Constitution. Just after the [ginla, in right of her charter, and in right of
country had smerged from the war of indepen- | conquest: The gallant George Rogers Cla-

in every American hearl, we made our first | quered the territory.

sy confirmed by—the cessions of Virginia, |ded, nnder the laws of that State. These

that the States stood six to three. Of
the twentythres dﬂru pressnt, ﬂqhqr--- Wall,
! 3 L ’ o v

-

for the proviso. But under the provisions o
controlled the logisla

Benate. Bir, if that doctrine of the rights ot
mujorities, of which we hesr 80 much and
see in nctual practice so little, had thes been
recognized—=if the wishes of & majority of the
Biates, and of the majority of the delegates,
had prevailed=—if the almostuniversal senti-
ment of the people been respected, the
question of slavery in this country would have
been settled that day forever. All the terri-
tory acquired twalghUnion would have been
covered with the impenet¥able myis of free.
dom. But then,as now, there wasa slave
power. The interest was comparatively
suoall and the power comparstively weak;
but they were sufficient, under the then exis-
ting Govéroment, t defeat the provieo, and
iransfer the great question of slavery to [u-
ture discussion. The facte which 1 have de-
tailed, however, are sufficient toshow what
was the general sentiment, and what was the
original pulicy of the country in respect (o
slavery. [t was oneof limitation, discoura-
gement, repression.

What next occurred! The subject of or-
genizing this Territory remained belore Con-
gress. Mr. Jefferaon, in 1785, went to France
His great influence was no longerfelt in the
councils of the country, but his proviso re
mained, and in 1787 was incorporated into
the ordinance for the governmeut of the ter-
ritory northwest ofyhe river Ohio. I beg the
Senate 10 obaserve, that, this territory was, at
that moment,the wisslas=csitory belonging to
the United Siates.. 4 will not troeble the 8en
ale by reading the proviso of the ordinance.
It is encugh to may thatthe Jefferson Provise
of 1784, coupled with a provision saving to
the originai Brates ofthe Uniona right to
reclaim fugitives from service, was incorpor.
ated into the ofdinance,and became a fun-
damental lave over gxery foot of national ter-
ritory. What was the policy indicated by

tism between slavery
tublishi»T & geogra-

Wae it that of ind

phical line, on one side of which there should
be liberty, and on the other side of slavery,
both equally under the protectionand courds

policy of excluding elavery from an natiohal
territory. Tt was ‘adopted, too, under re-
murkuble cireummensns.+ The territory over
which it was established wasclaimed by Vir-

rke, one of the Uravest and noblest sone of
that Btate, had; with s small bedy of tréops,
raised under her authority, invaded and con-
Slavery was nlready
there, under the French colonial law. and
also, if the claim of Virginia was well foun-

facts prove that thefiret application of the
original policy of the Government converted
alave territury into free tefritory.

Now, sir, what guarantees were giver for
the meintenance of this policy in time to
come! I once, upon this floor, adverted ton

It failed, consequently, precisely as a proviss
ina treaty must full unless it receive tha
votes of Awo thirds of the members of the

wefe for the provien, and seven sgainet it. [ty In men excluded from the Constitation
The vots of the Biates was twe to one, and
that of the delegates more than two to one

r

was this

*No freeman ought to be taken, imprison.
ed. or deprived of his freehsld, liberties; or
franchises, ovtlawed, or exiled, or in any
ninnner deprived of his life, liberty, or prop«
erty, but by the law of the land.”

Did Congreas adopt that amendment? No,
nir; it adopted and proposed to the Btates n
very differcnt amendment. It wan this:

law.”

This amendment of itself, rightly interprets

taken in connection with the ordinance, and
with the original provision of the Constitu-
tion, it shows conclusively the sbsence of all
iutention upon the part of the founders of
the Governmnent to afford any countenance
or protection te slavery outside of Buate
limite, Departure from the true interpreta-
tion of the Constitution has created the ne-
cessity for positive prohibition.

My genersl view upon this subject Is simp-
Iy this: Slavery is the subjection of one man
to the absviute dinposnl of man. by
force. Muaster and slave, sccording to the
principles of the Declaration of Independence,
and by the law of nature, are alike men, en-

ey N

;‘ fmdom.'p_luiu-ly;ncﬂnsm ﬂ_n; Iri_;l“_nr m;j;ri;' 1;n Mr. Lo;;m.

not only was there no power granted to Con« flln country after the adoption of the og::n- h o

gress o authorize or enable any man to hold stitution. Lather Martin had complalned in

st oy b l;ﬂhlr as property, but an amendment vu}
6 Articles fifederation which then (afterwards ingrafted upon the Constitation; stake we warmly felt for th li tabli

n of Congress, lho;w'hich especially denied all sich power. e M dcsas s Glinanamey T

of man. The danger bel thonght | o thi ’
voles of a majority of 41l the Btates were fe- o e More. B o g

The history of that amendmedt s worth ' passed which threatened ourselves, we are
cesanry to retain the proviso inthe ord nange j attentivn. The Btate which the Benators daily growing more and more Insensible 1o ciple this compromise was adopted d
from Virginia so ably represent on this floor| those rights.” 1t was this growing insensi- | v
was one of those which immediately afierthe | bility which fed to thess departures from ori. | was between the
Constitution proposed amendments of it.— | ginal policy. Afterwards, in the 1803, Loulsi- Union.
Ouie of the emendments which she proposed? ana was acquired from France. Did we then | 8!most

ihuten to eéstablish a geographical line! No,
tir_. In Louisinne, as in the territories sec-
Iq?:red from Geo?iu and North Carolina,
lcnngren refrained from applying the policy
_Pf 1787; Congress did not interfere with ex-
[isting slavery; Congress contented itself
with ensctments prohiviting, absolutely, the
introduction of slaves from beyond the limits

to Louisiana for settiement. When Louisi-

1788, that “when otr own liberties were st

of !hn United Btates; and also pru.nhibhit}gJ
_*Nou person * * = shail be deprived of life, | their introduction from any of the States, ex- Congress should not interfere with the
liberty, or property, without due process of cept by bona fide owners, actually removiug ®tlon of those circumstances—and that

— . — .,

|| lina, whote vote, estimated by the worth &
honor of the man, outweighs many opposites,
Now, for the firstftime, was a geographical
nlavery and freedom
Let us pause, and ascertain upon what prin-
what territory it applied. The controveray
two great sections of the

The subject was u vast extent of

! unoccupied country, embracing the
whole territory west of the Missieaippi, It
was territory in which slave law existed of
the time of sequisition. The compromise
 #ection contained no provision allewing slay.
|ery south of 36 ° 30, It could never have
received the sanction of Congress if it had,
The continuance of slavery thete was eft
to the determination of circumstances. There
was, probably, an implied understanding that
oper-

w
'all. The prohibition north uf 36 ° 3¢ w::

Now, sir, in my judgment, this prohibition | ana was sdmitted into the Union, 1819, no 8bsclute and perpetual. The act in which it
was intended as & comprebensive guarantee |restriction was imposed upon her in respect Was contained was submitted by the Presie
of personal freedom, and denies abnolutely to | to slavery. At this time, there were slaves U€0t to his Cabinet, for their opinion upon
Cungrees the power of legisiating for the | all along vp the west bank of the Mississippi | the constitutionality of that prohibition.—
estublishment or maintenance of wlavery.— | us far us 8t. Louis, and perhaps even sbove, | CAtHOUN, Crawrorp, and Wikt were mem-

In 1818 Missouri applied for admiasion luto | Uers of that Cabinet. Each, in s written

hud taken messures for the sbolition of
slavery since the adoption of the Constitution.
They saw that the feeble attempt 1o restrict
the introduction of slaves into the territories
acquired from Georgin and from France had
utterly failed. They insisted, therefore, that

of the proposed Btate should embody in ita,
provision for the gradual abolition of the ex-
isting slavery, and prohibiting the further in-|
troduction of slaves. By this time the slave
intereat had become strong, and the slave
power was pretly firmly established. The|
demand of the free States was vehemently
contested. A hill preparatory to the admis-

dowed by their Crestor with equal rights.
Hiry Mr. Pinckney was right, when, in the
Maryland House of Delegates, he exclaim-
ed, “by the eternal ‘principles of justice, no
man in the State has a right to hold his sluve
for  single hour.” Blavery then exists no-
where by the law of nature. Wherever it|
exists ot all; it must be through the sanction
and support of municipal or Btate legislation.
Upon this state of things the Constitution
acts. It recognises all men as persons. It
coufers no power, but, on the conirary, ex-
predsly denies to the (GGovernment of its cre-
ation all poiver to establiah or continue slay-
ery. Congress hts no more power under the
Cunstitation to make o slave than to make a
king; no more power to establish slavery,
than to establish the [uguisition,

At the same time the Constitution confers
no power on Congress, but, on the contrary,
denies all power to intetfere with theinternal
pulicy of any State, sanctioned and establish-
ed by its own Constitution and its own legis-
lativn, in respect to the personal rélations of
its inhabitants. The States uader the Con-
stitution, are absolutely free from all interfer-
ence by Congress in that respect, except,
perhaps, in the case of war or insurreetion;
and may legislate as they please within the
limitations of their own constitutions. They
may allow wrongs. But State laws, by which
slavery is allowed and reguiated, ean operate

faot; which hus not attraoted so much atten-
tion, in my judgement, as its importance dc-.
servas, I isthis: While the Congress was
framing this ordinanee—almost - the last sct!
of its illustrious lubx convention which
framedthe Constitution was sitting in  Phils-
delphia. Several gentlemen were members
of both bodies;and at the timé this ordinance
was adopted, no proposition in respect to  sin-
very had been discussed in the convention,
except that which resulted in the establish-
ment of the three fifths clause. [t is imposs-
Tble to say, with sbeolute certainly, that the
Incorporation of that elause into the Consti-
tution, which gave the slave Stiates a repre.
senlation for three fifithw of their slaves, had
anything to do with the unanimous vole by
which the provise was ingraited upon the ors
dinance; but the eoincidence is remarkable,
and justifies the inference that the facts were
gonnected, Atall events, the proviso can
hardly fail to have beon regarded as affording
a guarantee for the perpetuation of the policy
which it established.
Already seven of the  original thicteen
States had taken mensures for the abolition
of slavery withjn limite, and were re-
gerded a8 Mreo Suawat Six only of the ori-
inal States were regarded as slave States.
{‘hl ordinance provided lor the creation of
Ave new free Blates, and thus sacured the
decided ascendency of the free States in the
Confederation, The perpetuation of slavery
even in any State, it is- quite  obvious, was
not then #ven thought of.
And no'y, sir, jet me ask the sitention of
the Senate to the Constitution itsell. That
charter of our Gevernment was not formed
upon proslavery ptinciples, but upon  anl.
slavery primciples. It howhero recognizes
any right of property in ‘man, It nowhere
confers upon the Government which it cre-
ates, any power to establish or contioue slav-
ery. Mr. Madisor' himeelf records, in: his
| Repart of the Debate of the Convention, his
' own declaration, that it was “wrong to admil
| in the Constitution the idea that ihere could
be proparty in men.” Every elause in the
Constitution which refers in. any way to
| slaves apeaks of them s persons, and ex-
cludes the ides of property. Insome of the
 States, it is true, slaves wore regarded aa
0 .
[ Pf'l'p::tl'omqe of Mr. Justice Moclean on
this point js very striking. He says:

| “'That sangot divest tham of the leading &

controlling quality of ‘persons by which they

| that slavery is agsinst natural right, sbsolute-

only within the limits of the State; and can
have no extra-territorial effect.

Sir, I could quote the opinions of southern
judges ad infinitum, in support of the doctrine

ly dependent for existencs or continuanoe op-
on State Jegislation. I might quote the scorn-
ful rejection by Randolph of all aid from the
General Government to the institation of!
slavery within the Btates. I might quote the
decision uf the celebrated Chancellor Wythe,

sion of Missourl, containing the proposed re- |
striction, was pussed by the House and sent|
to the Senate. In the body the bill was |
amended by atriking out the restfiction: the
House refused to coneur in the amendment;
the Senate insisted upon it, and the bill failed.
At the next session of Congress the con-
troversy was renewed. In the mean time
Maine had been severed from Massachusetts,
had adopted a constitotion, and had applied
for ndmission into the Union. A bill pro-
viding for her admission passed the House,
and was sent to the Senate. This bill was
amended in the Senate by tacking to it a bill
for the admission of Missourl, and by the
addition of & section prohibiting slavery in
all the ‘territory scquired by Louisians north
of 36°30. The House refused to concur in
these amehdments, and the Senaté asked for
& committee of conference, to which [the
House agreed. During the progress of these
evants, the House, after passing the Maine
bill, had also passed a bill for the admiasion
of Missouri, embodying the restriction wpon
slavery in the State. The Senate amended
the bill by striking out the restriction, and
by inserting the section prohibiting slavery
north of 36  30.

This section came from the South, through
Mr. Thomas, a Senator from [llinois, who had
uniformly voted with the slave Statesagainst
all restriction. [t was adopted on the 17th
February, 1820, as an amendment to the
Maine and Missouri bill, by 34 syes, against
10 noes.*

Mr. HUNTER. 1 think that the provi-
sions passed without a division inthe Senate.

Mr. CHABE: The Benator is mistaken.
Fourtean Senators from the slave States, &
twenty from the free States voted for thst
amendment. Eight from the former, and two
from the lattér voted sguinst it. No vote by
syes and noes was taken when the same

of Virginis—overruled afterwards, [ know,
sir,in the court of appeals—that slavery was |
s0 againat justice, that the presumption of
freedom must be sllowed in favor of every
alleged slave suing for liberty, and that the
onus of proving the contrary rested upon the
master.

I thipk I huve shown that the Ordinance
of 1787, and the Constitution of the United
States, were absolutely in harmony one with
the other; and that if the ordinance had nev-
er been adopted, the Conastitution itself pro-
perly interpreted, and administered, would
have excluded slavery from all newly-acquir-
ed territory. But, sir, whatever opinion may

be entertained in respect to the interpreia-
tion ‘of the Constitution"Which I defend, one

thing is absolutely indisputable, and that e,
that it was the eriginal pulicy of the country
to exclude slavery from all national territory.
'I'hat policy was never departed from until
the year 1790, when Congress sccopted tha
1culion. of what is now Tennessee, from
North Carolina. But did the scceptance of
that cession indicate any purpose of eatab-
lishing & geographical line between slavery
and freedoml = Why, sir, on the contrary,the
State of North Caroline, sware that in the
absence of any stipulation to the contrary,
slavery would be prohibited in the ceded ter-
ritory, in pursusnce of the established policy
of the Government, introduced lato her deed
of cession an express provision, that the anti-
slavery urticle of the 'ordinance of 1187
should not be spplied to it, It may be said
that Congress should have refused to accept
thie cession. I ogree in that opinion. But
sluvery slready existed in the district s part
of the Btate of North Caroling, and it wus

thought untessonsble o deny the
wish of the State for its continuange,

The same motives decided the action of
Georgin in making her cession of the terri-
tory between her western limita and the
Mississipps, and the action of Uosgress ac-
copting it. The acceplance ol both these

cessions,

are designsted in the | Constitution, The

character of property is given them by the
, and ol

rights nnder it are protecied by the Federal
authorities. But the Constitution acts upon

loca! law. This law is

slaves as persons, and not as property.”

sir, not oal‘r wag the ides of proper.

meat by Congr

as well as the adoplion and reenact-
ess of the sluve laws of Mary-

land forthe District of Columbis, wers de-

amendment was engrafied upon the separate
Missonri bill, & few days later; the sense of
the Henate having been ascertained by the
former vote.

This was the condition of matters when
the committee of conference, for which the
Benute had ask:d, mede their report. The
members of the committee from the Senate
were, of course, favorable to the Menate
amendmenis. In the House, the Speaker,
Hexnr Ctay, was also in favor of them, &
he had the appointment of the committee.—
Of course he took care, as he ha¢ since in-
formed the country, to constitute the com-
mittee in such menner and of such persons
us would be most likely to secure their adup-
tion. The result way what might have been
expected. It recommended that the Senate
should recede from its amendments to the
Maine bill, and that the House should con-
tur in the amendments to the Missouri bill.
Enough members from the free States were
found to turn the scule aguinst the proposed
restriction of slavery in the State; and the
smendment of the Benate striking it out
was concurred in by ninety yeas sgainst
eighty-seven nays. From this moment suc-
cessiul opposition to the introduction of
Missourijwith slavery was impossible. Noth.
ing remained but to determine the character
of the residue of the Louisiana acquisition;
and the amendment prohibiting slavery north
of 86 ® 30 waa concurred in by one hundred
and thirty-four yeas against forty-two nays.
Of the yeas, thirty-eight were from slave &
ninety-six from free States; of the nays,
thirly-seven were from slave States and five
from free. Among those who voted with the

AThe vote was an follows;

AYFS—Messrs. Morrll and Parral, of New
fampshire; Mellen and Ottis, of Massachusetts;

ne and Lanman, of Connectient; Burerill snd
H'umar. of Rhﬂe Island; Palmer and Tichenor, of
Vermont: King and Sanford, of New York; Diekor-
som and Wth';ﬁ.ﬂ New Jersoy, Lowrie wnd: Hobw
erm, of Pennsylvaniag uFlu and Trimule, of

cated no purpose to'esty
al line. 'They were the'xesultof jhe gradual

1]

pertures from nal policy; but they indi-
igl I.mshl any geographic- _“:‘o._

Iy |neruliufim 4o the cluigs of'."h\ul”l

ind applied, fwuuld be sufficient to prevent|the Union, The free Htates awoke to the ©opinion, affirmed its constitutionality, and the
the introduction of slaves into any territory i davger of the total overthrow of the original {met received the sanction of the President.
scquired by the United States. At ull events, | policy of the country. They saw no State | Thus we see that the parties to the arrange-

ment were the two sections of the country—
| the free States on one side, the slave States
on the other, The subject of it was, the
:\s_'hole \erritory west of the Missinnippi, outs
vide of the Btate of Louisiana; and the prac-
tical uperation of it was, the division of this

in the formation of a constitution, the people | 1€7Titory between the institution of slaver
people | b g

end the institution of freedom.

The arrangement was proposed by the
slave States. It was earried by their votes.
A large majority of southern Senators voted

{ for it; & majority of southern Representatives

voted for it. It was approved by all the
southern members of the Cabinet, and re.

| ceived the sanction of a southern President,

The compact was embodied in a single bill
containing reciprocal provisions. The ad-
mission of Missouri with slavery, and the

| understanding that slavery should not be pros

hibited by Congress south of 86 ° 30, wers
considerations of the perpetual prohibition
north of that line. And that prohibition was
the consideration of the admission snd the
understanding. The slave Btates received a
large share of the consideration coming to
them, paid in band. Missouri was admitted
without restriction by the act itself. Every
other part of the compact, on the part of the
free States, has been fulfilled to the letter.—
No part of the compact on the part of the
slave States hes been fulfilled at all, except
in the admission of [owa, and the organiza.
tion of Minnesota; and now the slave States
propose to break up the contract without the
consent and agsiost the will of the free
States, and vpon a doctrine of supersedure
which if sauctioned at all, must be inevitably
extended so as to overthrow the existing pro-
hibition of slavery in ali the organized Ter-
ritories.

Let me read to the Senate some paragraphs
from Niles's Register, publislied in Baltimore
March 11, 1820, which show clearly what
was the universal understanding in respect to
this arrangement:

“The territory north of 36 ° 30 is ‘forever'
forbidden to be peopled with ¢l ivee, except in
the Btate of Missouri. The right, then, to
inhibit slavery in any of the Territories is
clearly and completely ecknowledged, and it
is conditioned as to some of them, that even
when they become Satss, elavery shall be
‘forever’ probibited in them. There is no
hardship in this. The territories belong to
United States, and the Government may right-
fully prescribe the terms on which it will dis-
pose of the public lands. This great poing
was agreed to in the Benate, 83 votes to 11;
and in the House of Representatives by 134
to 42, or really 149 to 37. And we trust that
it iw determined ‘forever' in respect to the
countries now subject to the legislation of the
General Goverament."

1 ask Senators particularly to mark this:
]t is true the compromise is supported only
by the letier of the law, repealable by the au-
thority which enacled it; but the circamsiances
of the case giveto this law a MORAL FoOReE
equal Lo that of @ positive provision of the Con-
stitution; and we do nol hazard anything by
saying that the Constilulion exisls in ils ol
servamce.  Both perties have sacrificed mach
to conellistion. We wish fo se2 the compacr
kept in good fuith, utd we trust that a kind
Providence will open the way to relisve us of
an evll which every good citizen deprecates
as the supreme curse of the country.”

That, sir, was the language of & Maryland.
er,in 1820, He expressed the universal un-
deratanding of the country, Here then is a
compact, complete, perlect, irrepealable, so
far a8 any compact, embodied in u legislative
act, can be said to be irrepealable. [t had the
two sections of the country for its parties, a
great Territory for its subject, and & permas+
nent adjustment of a dangerous controversy
for its object. It was forced upon-the fres
States. It has been literally fulﬂllld.‘ by the
free States, It is binding, indeed, only upon
honor and conseience; but, in such & matter,
the obligations of hunor and cunscionce most
be regarded ss even more sacred than those
of constitutional provisions.

Mr. President, if there was any principle
which prevailed in this arrangement, It was
that of permitting the continvance of slavery
in the localities where it actually existed at
the time of the ncquisition ef the Territory,
and prohibiting it in the parta of the Terri-
tory in which no slaves wers actually held.
This was a wide departere from the original
policy which contesplated the exclusion of
slavery from territories in which it actually

Ohio; Horsey and Van Dyke, af Delaware Lloyd oooii0d gt the tims of scquaition. But the
.'f.."i"}:.':,...'far 1‘.';@,::.:1'I 'sw:::eknu&‘:ncm idea that slavery could ever be introduced inte
VYT Py d-.r...m.; mm:‘ iﬂ lldwl:lh:‘ froe territory, under lll',llll:lliﬂl of Congrass,
Losiaians; Lage: oe and Thomas of Ilinois, © | hsd not, as yet, entersd iato any man's heed,
NOES---Messts, Noble sylor, of Indlann:| r. President, 1 shnl[ hasten 1o & conclus

I g g, N -ml-_lg sion. Jo 1848 we.noquired a vast terri
. tand Wd.ll-.‘w .& \la . of| from Mexice. The fres States demonded that

"

vhis tegritary, fcee when wlrﬂ.mg

Houth Caro.
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